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REMARKS 

Applicant respe*. dully requests reuinsideraliun ot this application as 
amended. Claims 5-30 are currently pending in this application. Claim* 1, 1 1, 
and 31-30 have been amended Support tor the amendments ma> be round sn 
lines 50-14 on page 21 and in line* 7-13 on page 29 ot the application as originally 
filed. 

Specification 

The specification stands objected to as allegedly failing to provide proper 
antecedent basis for the claim language "computer-usable medium." In response., 
Applicant has amended claims 21-30 to recite a "computer-readable storage 
medium," which is supported by lines 7-13 on page 29 of the specification as 
originally filed. Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner withdraw the 
objection. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C, §103 

I. Claims 1-4, 644, 16-24, and 26-30 stand rejected as allegedly being 
obvious in view of Rajarajan (6,950,990), Anderson (6,282,551) and Chien 
(5,852,733). 

A patent may not be obtained if the differences between the subject matter 
sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
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u hole would ha\e been oh\ jous> at the hnu tlx invention wis made to a }x rson 
lieu iuy, ordinan skill in tht art to winch ^nd s>ubjet t matter pertains 

Without admitting to the piopneh of tlx Hf 5 i tson, Applicant amends 
claims 1, H, and 2! to retire ^anmnj* ioi anchor^ embedded u ithm ^asd 
ek\tronK document- said embedded anthers, not displayed sn the tir^t u mdnw , 
wherein oath of said embedded authors ^pentus a predt tt rnnued kxation 
\\ ithm said electronic dot u men t and each of ^.ud embedded an> hor« includes a 
predetermined do^tnptn e label corresponding to information -toied at the 
predetermined location. 

Column 29, lines 8-59 of Rajarajan discloses a pair of drop down menus, 
where each menu, each time it is displayed, displays the same content. Rajarajan 
does not teach or suggest anchors embedded in an electronic document. 
Rajarajan also fails to teach that a descriptive label corresponding to information 
stored at a predetermined location. Anderson and Chien also fail to teach the 
features of claims 1, 11 and 21. Accordingly, claims 1, 11 and 21 are patentable 
over the combination of Rajarajan, Anderson, and Chien. Applicant respectfully 
requests that the Examiner withdraw the rejections of claims 1, 11 and 21 and 
their associated dependent claims. 

II. Claims 5, 15, and 25 stand rejected as allegedly being obvious in 
view of Rajarajan, Anderson, Chien, and the Applicant's Admitted Prior Art 
(AAPA). Claims 5, 15, and 25 depend upon claims 1, 11, and 21, which are 
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patentable oxer tl>> combination of Rajaiaian Anderson, and Chien tof the 
itusons above i he A A PA does nut coirect the shortcomings of Rajarajan, 

Andeison, and Lhun bp. aun She AAPA does not l^ai h the claimed canning 
AaordmgH, claims 3, 15, and 23 are patentable oxer the combination of 
Rcijarajan, '\nder-on, Chien, and the AAPA Applicant lespecttufiy requests that 
the 1 Aami net u ithdrau the rejec tk>ns of claims 5, 13, and 25 

SUMMARY 

Applu ant lespet tfuih submits that m uow of the ioje^ome, amendments 
and temaiks, the pend-.no i laims aie in condition foi alkmatue 

Please t haioe am additional fees undet ^7 CI-K 1 lo \ 17 \ 18, 120 and 
1 21 that ma\ be leqiuied fo maintain pendent \ ol the present applu abon, or 
appl\ am uedils to oui P IO deposit arc ount numhc t 50-37M 

Respet tf u 11% submitted, 

Dale: luty 31, 2009 /I unndaG i'nce/ 

I uoinda C. Pme 
Attornex for Applicant 
Registration \o 42,270 
(40b) 343 -7 m 
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